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Built upon the foundation of the apostLes and propuets, Jesus 
Christ himself being the foundation corner stone.—Ephes. ii. 20. 

Shut up, O Daniel, the words, and seal the book to the time of the 
end; many shall run to and fro, and knowledge shall be increased.-- 
* * * Many shall be purified and made white, and tried; but the 
wicked shall do wickedly; but none of the wicked shall understand ; 
but the wise shall understand,— Dan. xii. 4, 10. 





CONSTITUTIONS, HUMAN AND DIVINE——-THEIR 
SOV EREIGNTY—THE VOTES OF MAJORITIES. 


ConstiruTion is a word derived from the verb to constitute, 
which signifies fo set up, to make any thing what it is, to ap- 
point.—A constitution in a political sense, is,—a document 
which exactly defines the form of the government. This deed 
obtains in all well regulated countries, though, if may exist, 
even where anarchy reigns. In the former instance, it is es- 
teemed as “ living and powerful ;” but in the latter, as a mere 
“dead letter.’ In all intelligent communities, the obvious 
meaning of their constitutions is the arbiter of all controversy 
—the ultimate appeal. The Constitution of a State is the In- 
terpreter ef the Laws; for no laws are binding, which are con- 
trary to the letter and spirit of the Constitution. The supre- 
macy of a Constitution in this country, is derived from the 
sovereignty of the People, established by a successful resist- 
ance to the sovereignty of the King of England ; it is founded 
therefore, in might, not in a right derived from God. The vote 
of a majority of persons, to whom the authority of the people 
was delegated for the specific purpose made the Govern- 
ment of Virginia what it is, in other words constituted it. 
They appointed a Governorship, a Council, a legislative Body; 
a Judiciary, &c., defined their official duties, and set bounds tu 
the liberties of the people. Had these persons been self-elected 
their constitution of things would have been a letter withour 
spirit, dead indeed, and by no means binding upon the people. 
But, on the contrary, being elected by the people, their acts 
and deeds were the people’s acts and deeds, when ratified, and 
the words of their constitutional deed, both spirit, life and 
power in the political world. In these persons, then, restrain- 


ing the liberties of the people, the people were restraining 
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themselves ; for all government is predicated on a surrender of 
personal liberty, to a certain extent, for the benefit of the whole. 
Hence the Constitution of Virginia deprives the people of all 
executive advisry, legislative and judicial authority. It sets up 
the principle of right against the law of might. Hence, it limits 
the people to the elective franchise in their “ primary assem- 
blies.” In these assemblies the people can neither make, nor 
execute laws, in conformity with the Constitution. A legisla- 
tive or executive act, done by the people in their primary capa- 
city, is a rebellious, and therefore criminal action ; and consti- 
tutionally obnoxious to executive infliction. Their business 
is to vote in the appointment of the authorities they have con- 
stituted, and then to obey them, so far as they make and 
adminisier laws according to the letter and spit of the Con- 
sutution. 

The Constitution of the State authorizes the House of 
Assemb'y to make Laws. This House, even if unanimous, 
cannot make what laws it pleases, its enactments must be 
according to the letter and spirit of the Constitution, or the 
are no more binding on the people than if enacted by a self- 
elected body of men. This document has prescribed the man- 
ner in which bills may become laws. It is by a vote of the 
majority only that such documents can pass the House. But 
the people, whatever their numbers, might, or intelligence— 
whatever their desire—cannot, so long as the Constitution is 
respected, add their votes to that of the majority or minority of 
the House. For them to do so, would be treason against the 
Constitution. Neithercan the House of Assembly execute the 
laws they have made; they canneither administer nor apply 
them by a vote of the majority or otherwise. ‘The House is a 
legislative not an executive body; the constitution gives to 
them nv executive power beyond the doors of their own house; 
an executive act on their part would be usurpation and high 
treason against the State. 

And so of the Executive of the country. Where is the Vir- 
ginian, who, understanding the Constitution, would obey laws 
made by the Governor in Council? Orders in Council are not 
laws. Or, what intelligent men would regard a law passed by 
a vote of the majority of the people, in concert with the Go- 
vernor, to the exclusion of the House of Assembly? Or, 
what assembly of magistrates, however large or respectable, 
by a-vote of the majority of their number would be tolerated 
if they first madea law to meet the criminal case, and then by 
another vote of the majority applied it? Or, if a criminal 
were placed at the judicial bar, could the court constitutionally 
call the people together ‘and determine his guilt by a vote of the 
majority; and, if voted guilty, adjudge him to suffer death by 
another vote of the majority ? Would not such an executive 
be arraigned at the bar of the country, and tried for treason 
against the Constitution ? 


& 





The state of the case then in relation to this Republic, stands 
thus: 

1. The sovereignty of the people is based upon a successful 
resistance to monarchical power. Hence, they have the right 
of might to do every thing necessary for their own well being. 

2. They surrendered this sovereignty to the Constitution, 
when they ratified at the poles the literary labors of those, to 
whom they had delegated the power of Scie a new order 
of things. 

3. From this ratification, the Constitution ascended the 
Throne, having the affections of the people and their vow of 
implicit obedience to all its prescriptions and requirements. 

4. The Constitution prescribes to its Executive, administra- 
tive duties; to its Legislature its specific functions, &e.--and 
to the people, its voluntary subjects, it prescribes the solitary 
duty of appointing some of the constituted authorities by a vote 
of the majority. 

5. Having appointed these, the pecple’s vote is powerless, 
until the constitutional period returns for the exercise of the 
elective franchise. Their sole concern, between the elective 
periods, is implicitly to obey the laws, under penalty of legal 
retribution if disobedient. 

6. The invasion of the Legislature or Executive by the Peo- 
ple, or the rights of the citizens by the former, or of the Legis- 
lature by the Executive, or of the Executive by the Legisla- 
ture, is, in all and every case high treason against the sovereign 
Constitution. 

Upon what has gone before and is yet to follow, I would sub- 
mit the following proposition— That, even wpon republican 
principles, neither the evidence to sustain a case, nor the ad- 
ministration of the Laws of the Kingdom of Heaven, can be 
resolved. by a vote of the majority of thecitizens of that King- 
dom, wilhout treason agains? its Constitution. 

The difference between Monarchism and Republicanism 
does not consist in enacting and executing the laws by the vote 
of majorities. Under both forms of Government the laws are 
made by the majority of the legislature,, and under both wid 
are administered upon the same principles. The grand dif- 
ference between the two Institutions consists in the sovereign- 
ty. Monarchists say, or have said, that the sovereignty is in 
Kings by divine right; Republicans deny this, and affirm that 
the supremacy is in the people by divine right; for, say they, 
VOX POPULI vox Dei—the voice of the people is the voice of God 
—which, by the by, is one of the greatest lies Satan ever put 
into the mouth of man. If we admit the right of mankind to 
govern themselves, then the Republicans are right; but, if the 
contrary should appear, the sovereignty resides neither in the 
people nor in Kings, but in God. 


he pretended sovereignty of the People, as we have said, is 
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one of might, not of right. Their power is based on a suc- 
cessful revolution. God permits them to exercise this power 
fora limited time only; the power is of right his, but they have 
usurped it, and do persist in refusing to submit to his govern- 
ment. The sovereignty orsupremacy over all mankind he has 
committed to Jesus, whom he has constituted universal Lord; 
and of whom he has said, let every knee bow down to him. 
if King Jesus were universally acknowledged and obeyed, every 
torm of human government would become extinct. All mo- 
narchies, whether absolute or constitutional, and all republics 
would necessarily cease to be. 

Though for a time all the world lies under the power of the 
wicked one, by God’s permission, and is parcelled out into Mo- 
narchies and Republics, he has not left himself entirely with- 
out witness. He has caused a Kingdom to be set up, which, 
though a little one, is destined to crush all the rest, and to ex- 
pel them from the community of man. It differs from the Re- 
public of Virginia in this, that its Constitution derives its so- 
vereignty from Jehovah, whereas Virginia’s comes from the 
people; its sovereignty, therefore, is as far superior to that of 
this Republic, as the Majesty of Jehovah is to that of fallible, 
mortal men. The Kingdom of Heaven, as this little Monar- 
chy is called, has a King, a Constitution, a Legislature, an Exe- 
cutive, subjects and laws. Its Monarch is the King eterna!, 
immortal, and, as yet, invisible; its Constitution indicates his 
subjects, as those who believe and are immersed; its Legisla- 
ture, as the Apostles; and its Ewecutive, as consisting of those 
whom they may appoint. Thereis no instance, in all the New 
Testament, of the Executive of the Kingdom being appoint- 
ed, of evidence in criminal cases being approved, or of de- 
linguents being expelled, by a vote of the majority of the citi- 
zens. The seven deacons were elected by the multitude. In 
what manner is not said. [tis presumable inthe same way as 
the eleven did Mathias. This was the Jewish custom. The 
Apostles and Evangelists in the name, and by the power of 
the Lord Jesus, appointed the Executive in every congregation. 
By the Executive, [ mean faithful men, able to teach others and 
to rule the Church of Christ, called Rulers, Overseers, Shep- 
herds, &c., of whom there was a plurality in every congsega- 
tion. Hence, every church consisted of public and private ci- 
tizens of heaven. It cannot be shown that the latter had any 
thing to do by vote or voice, in ruling the body or in executing 
the laws. The Holy Spirit, not the people, made the Public 
citizens Overseers. Hence the propriety of the caution, the 
former, although they had the power, not to abuse it by lording 
it over God’s heritage or clergy, the private members; and of 
the exhortation to the latter, to obey those who have the rule 
over them. Had the private citizens rose up and told the pub- 
lic men, that no evidence should be received in a case, unless 
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pronounced satisfactory by a vote of the majority of the whole 
church; they would, in effect, have given the lie to the Holy 
Spirit, who says, that “by the mouth of two or three witnesses 
every matler shall be established.” Or, had they declared 
that no criminal should be expelled, under any circumstances, 
except by a vote of the majority of the whole, they would have 
been doing the same thing, as if the citizens of this Republic 
should declare, that no murderer or other criminal person, 
should be punished, unless he should be adjudged to suffer by 
a vote of the majority of the whole people. They would be 
interposing the authority of their vote, and thus be setting up 
themselves in traitorous opposition to the King, the Consitu- 
tion, and the Laws. 

It appears to me, that had things continued as the Apostles 
left them, the presbytery, executive, or eldership of the churches 
would have filled up the vacancies among them, as they fell 
out, in the same way as the Eleven insirnmentally appointed 
Mathias. Wesee this traditionally handed down ina corrupted 
form, by the Churchof Rome. All that the private citizens, or 
‘the multitude of the disciples,” as they are called in the Acts, 
had to do, was to look out for men among them of an attested 
character, whom the Holy Spirit, through the Apostles, appoint- 
ed to their respective trusts. When it says, “the multitude 
elected Stephen, &c.—it answers to the command ‘“‘look out;”’ 
they did look out, and the result was, that they elected or found 
among themselves, men answering to the qualifications required 
whom they (the multitude) presented before the apostles to dis- 
pose of therm according to the necessity of the case. I say, 
then, that in Apostolic times, the officials of the congregations 
were not appointed by the vote of the majority. If they were, 
what did Paul mean when he said to the Ephesian Elders 
-~-“take heed to the whole flock over which the Holy Spirit 
has constituted you Overseers;” or, when he told Timothy, an 
inspired or spiritual man, ‘to commit the things he had heard 
in trust to faithful men, who should be fit also to teach others; 
or, when he says that he left Titus, another spiritual or inspired, 
man, in Crete, that he not a majority of the Cretans,—that he 
right set in order the things left unfinished, and that he might 
ordain elders in every city, as Paul commands him, i. e. that ke 
might ordain such men to the Overseer’s office as corresponded 
in their unofficial character to the description he had given both 
tohim and to Timothy. If then the vote of the majority did 
not appoint elders in those days, shall we say that the congre- 
gations were ruled by majority voting? If this practice did 
obtain, then certain passages ought to read thus—“take heed to 
the whole flock over which the vote of the majority has consti- 
tuted you overseers” !—'‘by the vote of the majority shall every 
‘matter be established! Sufficient for such a one is this punish- 
‘ment, which was inflicted by a vote of the majority! If he 
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‘despise the vote of the majority, let him be to you as a pagan 
‘ora publican’! 

Hence, then, it appears, that those who refuse to submit to 
them who have the rule over them, because, they cannot any 
longer be permitted to carry on affairs by the voting of majori- 
ties, are, in very deed, acting contrary to those republican prin- 
ciples upon which they pride themselves so much. For my 
own part, I cannot but admire the wisdom of that arrangement 
which puts it beyond the power of corrupt and unenlightened 
majorities to vote into office men as ignorant and corrupt as 
themselves. This was the case in apostolic times. Some 
well-meaning brethren are excessively sensitive upon the sub- 
ject of voting; they profess great alarm at the idea of 4 plurali- 
ty of elders ruling the church independently of th, #oters of 
majorities. They talk about their liberties, and #?utations, 
&c. being at stake, or at the mercy of afew. For myself, 
and i speak from observation, | would rather that my li- 

iy and christian rights were in the keeping of a plu- 
rakty of Overseers, though few, if the members of the plu- 
tility were such as answered the description of the Apostle 
t6 Timothy, than atthe hazard of a vote ofa majority. Thereisno 
no congregation with which I am acquainted, upon the vote of 
whose majority I should choose to risk my reputation for charita- 
bleness. And why not? Simply, because the majority are unen- 
lightened onthesubject. Weshallresume this topic hereafter. 

Yoconclude. If theconstitutionof Virginiais the Supreme 
Arbiter of all political controversy, and claims the reverence 
and absolute obedience of the people—the Constitution of the 
Kingdom of Heaven is infallibly so; and demands the unre- 
served submission of the faithful. Its sovereignty is supreme 
over all supremacy. If the Constitution of this republic re- 
stricts the people to the election of representatives, that of the 
Kingdom of Jesus, restricts the citizens of heaven to the no- 
mination of their officials; the lot indicated the choice of Ma- 
thias by the King—the Inspired or Spiritual men. as Agents of 
the Holy Spirit, such as Apostles, Evangelists, &c., appoint- 
ed the Elders and Deacons totheirtrusts. Under the constitu- 
tton of Virginia, twelve men in the audience of the Court and 
Spectators (not the majority of the people) decide on the suf- 
ficiency of the evidence to convict the accused; so, under that 
of the Kingdom of Heaven, a plurality of Elders, in the au- 
dience of the congregation, determines the innocence or guilt 
of the party on the testimony of two or three witnesses. In 
this Republic, the Judges pronounce the sentence of the Law; 
hence ti is the Law, not the Judges, which condemns a mur- 
derer to death; so, in the Kingdom, the Rulers pronounce the 
sentence of the Law, made and provided by the King and his 
apostolic Legislature; hence it is the latter, and not the former, 
who punish the guilty. Epiror. 
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(From the Gospel Advocate.) 


DR. JOHN THOMAS OF THE APOSTOLIC ADVO- 
CATE, A FACTIONIST. 


Weare informed that this restless, ambitious individual, whose 
course we have long considered exceeding!y reprehensible, has 
actually been the occasion of a division of the congregation 
that metat the Sycamore M. H. Richmond, Va. It has long 
been suspected that Dr. Thomas was aspiring to head a relli- 
gious party in this country. It is now confirmed, at least to 
the satisfaction of many very intelligent brethren. We cannot 
look upon him in any other light thanasa ractionisr. He has 
taken a party off with him in his wild speculations on the sub- 
ject of materialism, anabaptism, etc. There was much more 
of infidelity than christianity in his thirty-four questions that 
appeared in the Dec No.of the Apostolic Advocate, 1835. A 
brother of more than ordinary intelligence, and whois well ac- 
quainted with the intricacies of scepticism, after reading those 
questions, said, the writer would be an avowed infidel in less 
than twelve months. I expressed a hope that it would not be 
s0; but I confess I begin to entertain some fears, for not much 
more than half the time is elapsed, and the Dr. is certainly fully 
half gone. 

Will the friends of the reformation sustain an individual who 
is striking at the very foundation of our religion—a factionist, 
who is sowing the seeds of discord among us, and leading off 
a party after him—who never has had any respect for the feel- 
ings of friends or opponents—and who, to say the least, has 
done us as much harm as Alexander, the coppersmith, did 
Paul ? ; 

Should we not rather disclaim all connexion with him, and 
let the world know that he is no longer one of us? I consider 
that he has gone from us, and as he 1s no longer identified with 
us, we hope that his semi-infidel speculations will not be charged 
upon this reformation. 

Should the Dr. demur to this notice, we hope he will assign 
his reasons for doing so. He must prove that he and we are 
advocating the samecause. If he will convince me of that, I 
will acknowledge my mistake, and pursue a different course in 
future. Piain DeEa.ine. 


Remarks. 


In the anonymous effusion which precedes this, I am, by some 
unknown accuser, charged with certain heinous offences. I 
trust, my beloved reader, whoever you are, that you will not 
condemn me to the fires of a protestant purgatory as a profane 
speculator, because I venture to speculate a little upon Mr. 
Plain Dealing; and presume to show you, by setting forth to 
you the other side of the question, that, though accused and 
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condemned, I have nevertheless done nothing worthy of death 
or of bonds. 

Well, then, I would that Mr. Plain Dealing would first take 
the splinter out of his own eye, being persuaded, that he would 
be the better able to see to take the mote out of mine. He 
would do well, or at least better than he has done, if, when he 
attacks an individual, he would put his name to his effusions, 
that the accused might know the hand that wounds to disable or 
to kill. In the case before me, I know not who it is that strikes. 
I cannot believe, unless upon strong testimony, that brethren 
Johnson & Hall, the Editors of the Gospel Advocate, could be 
so , (I will not characterize the act, for I have sucha 
horror at attacking a person in the dark,) as to be guilty of such 
a thing; still, however, until they publish the writer’s name, I 
can do no less than hold them responsible for the sentiments 
set forth by Mr. Piain Dealing in their paper. I should not 
have noticed the attack, but for its appearing where it did. 
There is nota word of truth in it, from first to last, as far as 
concerns me; and this I shall show in brief. 

First, then, as to the alleged facts; and secondly, as to the 
opinions. Ihave caused no division of the congregation that 
meels at the Sycamore Meeting House, Richmond, Va. This 
is Monday on which I write. Until last Lord’s day week, | 
was one of the Elders of said congregation, and then volunta- 
rily resigned on account of changing my residence from the 
city to Amelia county, in this State. I am still a member of 
the congregation, and harmless of any just accusation. What 
becomes then of thecharge of Factionism? That I ama Fac- 
tionist, “Plain Dealing” says, is confirmed. Woe be to the 
perpetuity of the Gospel, if its confirmation rests upon no bet- 
ter ground than the confirmation of this charge against 
me. This statement which can be confirmed by hundreds, 
will preclude the necessity of further remarks under this 
count. 

A brother of more than ordinary intelligence, well acquaint- 
ed with sceptical intricacies, after reading the 34 questions, 
prophecied that I should become an avowed infidel in twelve 
months!! And Mr. Plain Dealing adds to his prophecy, that I 
am fully half gone, i.e. in his opinion! As to the brother, 
however intelligent he may be, this is certain, that he is neither 
a prophet nor the son of a prophet; the Lord, I know, has not 
spoken by him; for my faith, in what the scriptures teach, has 
much increased within the last six months; the more I study 
the sacred writings, the more firmly I believe what I first em- 
braced, which was the faith of the gospel, and not the faith of 
“this” or that “reformation.” The nearer I arrive at the end ot 
said twelve months, the surer I am that said brother’s predic- 
tion will not come to pass; and that he is most assuredly a false 
prophet. Alas for his acquaintance with the intricacies of 
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scepticism! Alas, too, for the sagacity of his Gehazi, Mr. 
Plain Dealing. 

The Gospel Advocate calls upon the reformation to disclaim 
all connexion with me. Lam said to have left the reformation, 
which he calls us, and to be striking at the very foundation of 
the religion of us, which he calls our religion. And what is 
“the reformation”? When | was baptised by my worthy and 
beloved christian brother Scott, | was baptised into the death, 
burial, and resurrection of Jesus, whom I confessed to be the 
Christ, being convinced then as now, that he is so from scrip- 
ture testimony. Iwas not immersed into “this reformation” or 
that denomination, but into Christ. “The Reformation” may 
disclaim meas soon asit pleases; but how is “the reformation” 
to speak? ‘There are many churches fellowshipped by “the 
reformation” that will not disclaim me till they are convinced 
by something more weighty than assertion from evidence, that 
I have denied the faith and thus become worse than an infide’. 
Will “the reformation” disclaim those Churches with me? 
Mr. Plain Dealing may; butishe “the reformation”? 1] belong 
to no ation, and trust I never shall. 1 belong to the church of 
Christ, some of whose members meet in a meeting-house cal!- 
ed Sycamore in this city. Those who are most alive to the 
interests of the faith here; whose conduct is unimpeachable— 
these are they of said congregation, whoare my warmest, firm- 
est, and beloved friends. ‘Tam ready tofellowship all who have 
obeyed, and continue to obey the truth, of whatever particular 
congregation they may constitute a part. I know no man asa 
reformer. If I fellowship an individual, it is because I sup- 
pose him to be a Christian. Experience has taught me that 
the terms Christian and Reformer are not equivalent. There 
are degrees in love, if I may so say; he that loves the truth 
most, though he differ from me in opinion, | love best; he has 
my whole heart, a totality which some have charita ibly denied 
me the possession of. 

The Gospel Advocate calls mea res(less, ambitious indivi- 
dual. lam restless; and shall so continue to be until | enter 
that rest which remains fcr the people of God; lam ambitious; 
and my ambition will be satisfied with nothing short of incor- 
ruptibility, and a portion of the undefiled, and undecaying in- 
heritance, in whichI hope eternally to dwell. Shall Lrest, sur- 
rounded as I am by the lust of the flesh, the lust of the eye, and 
the pride of life, both in the church and in the world? Shall I 
cease to aim at the disenthralment of the human mind from the 
traditions both of Romish and Protestant “Divines”? Shall t 
cease to plead for what I honestly believe to be the truth of 
Holy Scripture, because men, as liable to err as myself, are 
pleased to call it speculative and untaught? I am am itious to 
benefit mankind, though that effort may not indeed square with 
the views of Mr. Plain Dealing, or the opinions of us, called 














“the Reformation.” Has “the Reformation” all wisdom and 
knowledge? Isitinfallible? Is it susceptible of no increase 
in knowledge? Noimprovementin practice? Is “this Refor- 
mation” in the person of Editors and writers to brand as spe- 
culators, materialists, anabaptists, and infidels, christian men 
who have the independence to think and act for themselves ac- 
cording to their own understanding of what God says to them 
in his word? If this despotism is to be established, the sooner 
it explodes the better. But 1 cannot persuade myself, that at 
this day, such a system will be tolerated by the louvers of civil 
and religious liberty and eternal truth. I am notan infidel, un- 
less unbelief in LLuman dogmas is to constitute mesuch. I be- 
lieve, upon testimony, in one God, and one Mediator between 
God and man—the Man, Christ Jesus; I believe that all men 
are born intoa state of sin, and are, therefore, sinners, be they 
called actual transgressors or not; that birthis at the one end 
and death at the other of this state; that though men cannot 
help being born in sin, they can help dying in sin. provided 
they have been made acquainted with the means; but that on 
the contrary, men can no more help dying in sin than they 
could being born in sin, tf the means by which they may escape 
such catastrophe have not been made known to them; \ believe 
that Jesus Christ alone is the way, the truth, and the life; and 
that they only ave in a state of favor, under this dispensation, 
who have made him their friend by doing whatever he com- 
mands them; that to believe on Jesus, in order to obedience, is 
to be convinced of righteousness; and that all who do not obey, 
be they physically or intellectually incapacitated, matters not, 
do not, whatever else may become of them, attain to an eternal 
existence, which comes only as a gift through Jesus to the obe- 
dient believers. I believe in the resurrection of the material 
body, ca!led “the adoption.” ‘There are many other things I be- 
lieve, too numerous to mention now; things, no doubt, stagger- 
ing to Mr. Plain Dealing, but not the less true on that ac- 
count. 

As to desiring to be the head of a religious party in this 
country, { scorn the position as unworthy a christian man 
When I reflect upon who have been the heads of the religious 
parties in the world, I feel that I should be degraded were I to 
be added to their coterie. A mancan attain tono higher honor 
in this state, than to that of being an heir of God and a joint 
heir with Christ of the promise made to Abraham, The head 
ofa sect! Contemptible! I leavesuch vanitiestothem whose 
empty heads are best pleased therewith; they have no charms 
for me. 

I should like these remaks to appear in the Gospel Advocate 
for the sake, not of “Plain Dealing,” for I know not who or 
what he is, but of the readers of that paper. I believe the 
Messrs. Editors are just enough, if their paper become the ve- 














hicle of incrimination, to afford their subscribers an opportan - 
ty of judging for themselves, by affording the accused an ore 
portunity of defence. I shall not, therefore, trouble myself fur- 
ther under this head. As for being like Alexander, the copper- 
smith, | suppose | need not concern myself much about the 
matter being in, what even “Plain Dealing” will not deny, 
good company; forI believe brother Alexander Campbell has 
been likened to that celebrated character more than once. 
That God may defend the just, and protect us all from the 
way wardness of ourselves and friends, is the confidence and 


prayer of Tue Eprror. 
Richmond, Oct. 3, 1836. 


LETTER FROM ENGLAND. 


24 Penton Place, Kennington Road, London, ? 
July 6th, 1836. § 

My Dear Son: Whether the intermediate state be one of 
consciousness or otherwise, it will be a “sleep in Jesus,” which 
will be of no ordinary kind, and assures the “dead that die in 
the Lord,” that “they shall rest from their labors.” There is 
something yawning, gloomy and terriffic, in the sound of the 
word Hades, but, “if I am found in Jesus’ hands, my life can 
ne’er be lost.” It is a curious fact, that many years ago, Dr. 
John Pye Smith, Professor of Divinity, at Homerton College, 
in the parish of Hackney, near London, a divine of great clas- 
sical attainments, and eminent in the literary wor!d as a writer 
and polemic, expressed opinions similar to your own on the 
doctrine of an intermediate state, and thereby gave great of- 
fence; but he subsequently, as 1 have understood, returned to 
his previous opinions. Did it never occur to you, that in 2 
Cor. v. 4, a clothing for the “disembodied spirit,” distinet from 
the body at the resurrection, seems to be implied. This isa 
mere passing thought, but we are not quite Sadduceans yet. 
However, I am glad these matters are likely to be sifted to the 
bottom; forthough I am of opinion that little that is novel can 
be ad:luced, discussion will exhaust the subject, and leave eve- 
ry one in quiet possession of his own convictions. I think I 
am correct in saying that the Reformers of Popery generally 
denied the doctrine of an intermediate state, in order to gei rid 
of purgatory; andif you had been in Dr. Smith’s predicament, 
I suspect you would have been hard pressed to admit the doc- 
trine of an intermediate state in order to get quit of a certain 
kind of Protestant Purgatory. 1 presume that Mr. Wickliff 
is meant for Mr. Campbell. How the Devil could dispute 
about the Body of Muses, in distinction from disputing about 
Moses himself, (which I presume he never had the audacity to 
do,) unless Moses himself was separated from his Body, is 
very difficult for us, on this side of the Atlantic, to conceive; 
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though the resurrection of a body to die no more before the re- 
surrection of Jesus Christ, is what I never did believe. The 
Lord has many ways of clothing spirit without being confined 
to corruption, and if Moses died—of which there seems to be 
no doubt—a covering could easily be found for him. At all 
events, the impropriety of prejudging new opinions by old 
ones, is 30 indelibly re pony on my mind from my experi- 
ence in America, that I am determined henceforth to judge 
neither opinions nor their propagators hastily; and 1 do, (I 
trust not presumptuously ) think that one of the ends of divine 
Providence to be in THE INDEPENDENCE OF AMERICA, is that the 
abuses, civil, ecclesiastical, and political, of the Old World 
may be corrected in the New; and how can this be done with- 
out (always temperate) freedom of discussion. I think you 
have decidedly the advantage of Mr. Ryland; for, assuredly, 
Saul’s washing went before the washing away of his sins, as 
much as his name, Saul, did before that of his name, Paul. 
The cure of Hezekiah by a plaister of figs did not take the 
power of healing from God, as the efficient cause, but without 
the figs, as the instrumental cause, no cure could have been 
effected. Naman may have been dipped into a cure, but with- 
out the dipping he would have retained his Leprosy. But 
what is it men will not compass rather than surrender a popu- 

lar opinion? Who that wi! I not analyze his early associations 
of idea with scripture phrases, can ever see otherwise than his 
creed teaches him? Until this is done, unless terms be defined 
it is preposterous to expectagreement. Hither! am utterly ig- 
norant of the true sense of scripture or the word grace, therein, 
no more means what Calvinis's understand by it, than fatalism 
means favor. I say the same of the expressions “the gift, the 
gift of God, the free gift, the gift by grace,” and of the words 
influence, sovereign principle—w hich by the by, are not in 
se sripture—but if we pertenaciously refuse to settle these points 
scripturally, differences of opinion must bejinterminable with 
regard to re-immersion. I have a strong feeling, but only a 
slight opinion onthe subject. The principle on which the An- 

cient Gospel is based seems to sanction re-immersion; for that, 
if Lam correct, is a recurrence to divine Institutions and first 
principles, agreeably to Apostolic practice and Apostolic testi- 
mony; and as the Baptism of the Baptist denomination has 
confessedly (by “reformers” I believe) ‘deviated from the im- 
port and obligation of the Baptism of the Christian dispensa- 
tion, consistency seems to require that Reformers should begin 
where Apostles began, and proceed as Apostles proceeded, and, 
without casting any reflection on others, put honor on a divine 
Institution; but when I recollect that in a case extra-Apostolic 
the opinion of Paul was asked, by the Corinthians, he was so 
difident of his own judgment, "that he qualified what he said 
by observing, “And t think that I have the Spirit of God.” I 
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will say nothing positive on the subject, One thing I am learn- 
ing by experience—though experience is SO mixed up with con- 
stitutional temperament that the experience of one person can 
scarcely bea rule to a second—that without uniformity of views 
on the general topics of the scriptures, touching the Apostolic 
sense of what have been denominated the five points, there 
cannot be corporate unanimity. 1, for instance, could not hear 
Unitarianism; that is, a doctrine which asserts the efficacy of 
repentance alone to salvation: [ cannot hear the Calvinism of 
those who maintain particular redemption, reprobation, or the 
jargon of a previous principle: I regard John Calvin as a baleful 
misinterpreter of the Faith, and am disgusted with the dog- 
matism of many Calvinistic Teachers. Some are the excel- 
lent of the earth—maugre all your scepticism to the contrary! 
A sect, therefore, among other “christian” sects, every distinct 
body of professing chris stians—thanks to the Apostacy—must 
be; for, unless we are indifferent to what we hear, we must 
unitedly agree in what we deem sense, that we may not be pes- 
tered with nonsense. My experience with our venerable bro- 
ther ———, has convinced me, that I could not unite in heart, 
be the plea of union ever so speciously liberal, with a Calvin- 
istic coadjutor. Heaven and earth are scarcely more distinct 
than (in my jud: sment,) the New Testament is from the five 
points of Calvinism. fe-immersion, therefore, in this view, 
is, at all events, expedient. Do you see no difference in na- 
ture, or degree, or enormity, between infidelity towards baptism 
done, and infide ‘ity towards Christ and baptism together? In 
the Apostolic age, Jews and Pagans, who refused baptis sm, were 
infidels to Christ and to God. Their infidelity did not relate to 
baptism in ifself, or as not being in being, oras nota something 
required by Christ, but they renounced the one, Christ, and the 
other, God, altogether, and therefore refused baptism. Is this 
the case with either Padobaptists or baptists? How can you 
then confound the mn both as one? Do you think it unnecessary 
to discriminate Reformers fromAposties? Are we Apostles? 
Have we seen the Lord Christ? Are we invested with mira- 
culous powers? ‘Then why do we confound the ancient Gos- 
pelin its present revival with the ancient Gospel in its primi- 
tive administration? The yersons and credentials of the 
Apostles gave that authority to the latter which it would be 
presumption to claim for the former, and stamped the rejection 
of baptism with unexcusableness, which cannot be predicated 
subsequectly? But did the Apostles shelter themselves behind 
sheer evidenceas aplea for dictation? Never! Manner is evi- 
dence in order to persuasion, as much as matter is evidence in 
order to conviction; and without an unassuming manner, they 
would never have made converts. But if this discrimination 
be scriptural, and I attach no importance to it in any other re- 
spect, there is a circumstantial difference in responsibility 
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&c., both with regard to the positive institutions of the New 
Testament, and persons relatively to them now, to what there 
was originally. In other words, that which would have been 
contumacious then, is mere error in judgment now; and donot 
tbe scriptures draw a broad line of distinction between the two? 
Suppose, for example, the question were as to the manner in 
which our Lord broke the bread and poured out the wine at the 
supper, would they who saw it done possess no advantage over 
those who 1700 years subsequently to the apostacy only began 
to dispute about how it was done? The record is better ex- 
plained by the exemplification of contemporaneous practice, 
than itcan be by subsequent criticism; and though it may be to 
us as plain as a pike staff, they who think differently, cannot, 

supposing them to be wrong, be convicted of the same obli- 
quity they would have been, had they first seen the manner 
and then contradicted it: the latter. therefore, are not to be de- 
nounced as might have been the former. Nor be it forgotten 
that the times themselves, gave demonstration of sincerity in 
the baptized then, Ww hich cannot be given by baptism now: for 
it was, prospective! vy, baptism for the dead, or confession even 
to martyrdom. It was, because, followed ‘by the visible gift of 
the Holy Spirit; and, therefore, to attach equal infidelity to the 
rejection of baptism now that was done th en—considering bap- 
tism abstractedly from this circumstantial difference—is, I think, 

borne out neither by scripture, providence, nor emphatically by 
apocalyptic prophecy. 

[ shall be happy in the completion of your paraphrase of the 
psalms; for Calvinism is not merely played off from the pulpit, 
but from the singing desk also. 

P.S. Dr. Cox has published his Visit to the Baptist 
Churches in America. I have not seen it. Thompson is ha- 
ranguing every where on American Slavery and Tea-Totalism. 
Poor Dr. Cox is abused from all quarters. "Thompson chal- 
lenged him to a public disputation, which was declined by the 
Dr. Mr. or Dr. Breckenridge, has challenged Thompson to a 
debate on the conduct of American christians, as affecting 
Slavery at Glasgow, which has been held: particulars have 
been published in the Patriot. Being cut off from every vehicle 
of public communication, I have studied Hebrew, and am com- 
pletely master of it so as to be able to read it, understand its 
construction, and pursue in ita biblical er:ticism. Ihave sim- 
plified Parkhurst’s Grammar in MS., and completely analyzed 
in MS. the 1s me of Genesis. I have completed and simpli- 
fied a complete system of Classical Geography, and the use of 
the Terraqueous Globe, and am now completing in the same 
manner a system of Astronomy and the use of the Celestial 
Globe. I have prepared an Arabic, a Persian, and a Samari- 
tan Alphabet. I purpose proceeding to Navigation, &e, &e. 
If it were not for this indomitable, unextinguishable ‘thirst for 
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information, what would have become of me, isolated as I am 
from “the church” and the world! Farewell. 
From your affectionate Father, 


JOHN THOMAS. 





Remarks. 


It appears, that the destiny of man, and his journey to that 
interesting climax of his being, are subjects, which, when sub- 
mitted to a free and open scrutiny, have in all countries and in 
all ages given “great offence.” Jesus gave “great offence” to 
the Sadducees when he put them to silence, in the audience of 
the people, on the question of marriage at the resurrection, 
showing, as he did, that Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob, are dead, 
unconscious individuals, but that, though dead, in the strictest 
sense, lying in corruption, they will live again at the resurrec- 
tion: and that, because they will live hereaiter, and because 
too, events future are always present to him, he is called the 
God of Abraham, of {saac, and of Jacob—the God, not of the 
dead, who are never to rise again—but the God of the living, 
or of those who are to live forever. Paul gave “great offence” 
to Messrs. Hymeneus and Philetus with their associates, 
when he insisted that the resurrection of the material body, 
then and thenafter sleeping in the dust, would hereafter be. 
So also “the Reverend Doctors,” Martin Luther and Compan 
gave “great offence” to the orthodox and godly Pope Leo x 
to all their “Excellencies” the Cardinals of Rome—and to all 
the devout and pious believers in the purifying flames of pur- 
gatory, who composed the Mother of All the Churches in the 
16th Century; because they denied the existence of a state of 
living for the mass of human heings, between death and 
the resurrection from the dead, Dr, John Pye Smith, too, it 
appears, zave “great offence” to his contemporaries, and jeo- 
pardised his orthodoxy—yes, and his professional honors and 
perquisites likewise, because he ventured to question the scrip- 
turality of the traditional speculations of the old wives and 
priests of the dark ages on this subject. Being a diligent stu- 
dent of the word, not of man, butof God, I, too, have come to 
“heretical” conclusions, and have ventured to talk with my 
readers upon the things I have learned from the Book of Know- 
ledge; and for this, my “presumption,” I also have given “great 
offence,” and in eschewing the speculative mysteries of spiri- 
tualism, | have unexpectedly slipped into as hot a purgatory 
as the “Reverend Doctor.” Our cases, however, differ in this, 
he “admitted,” for the sake of gain, the spiritualism of an 
“intermediate state;” I am contented to stand fire, for the sake 
of material truth, and shall admit nothing unless fully con- 
vinced, be the consequences what they may. “Protestant pur- 
gatories,” (their name is legion, for they are many) have no 
terrors for me, 
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In the above communication, this question addresses itself to 
the consideration of my readers. Do you see no difference in 
nature, or degree, or enormity, between infidelity towards 
Baptism alone and infidelity towards Christ and Baptism 
together? As it appears to me, though there seems to be a dif- 
ference, yet scripturally, the diversity is not sufficient to make 
a real difference in the destiny of the two classes of infidels. 
The following is the decree recorded against infidels of every 
grade in relation to rue Gospe., in Paul’s letter to the persecut- 
ed disciples at Thessalonica; and you afflicted brethren rest 
with us (Paul, Silvanus, and Timothy,) ‘‘at the revelation of 
the Lord Jesus from heaven, with his mighty messengers, in 
flaming fire, inflicting a sust retribution on those who know 
not God, and who obey not rue gospelof our Lord Jesus Christ; 
who shall suffera just punishment—(even) an everlasting des- 
truction (which shall proceed) from the presence of the Lord, 
and from the glory of his power.” Such is the irrevocable fiat 
against those, without exception, who know not God, and obey 
not the gospel. Mark! reader, it does not say any thing about 
circumstantial differences; the rule is absolute, and here there 
is no room for qualification. It is certainly one thing to reject 
baptism, and another to deny that Jesus is the Christ and also 
to refuse baptism; it is also one thing to believe the gospel 
from ocular proofs of God’s power, and another to believe it by 
examining written testimony; yet, the blessings which flow 
through obedience to the gospel are equally accessible to the 
ancient and modern obedient believers; so, if to be immersed 
into Christ is to obey the gospel, the just punishment, which is 
an “everlasting destruction”’—will come equally upon both 
classes of infidels, who, from whatever cause, refuse to be bap- 
tized. The reason that the infidelity ot Jews and Pagans did 
not relate to baptism iz itself, but to a rejection of Jesus as the 
Christ, and to the one only living and true God, was, because 
baptism was only enjoined on Jews and Pagans afler they 
had believed in Jesus and in God, and not as too frequently 
happens now, before a conviction has been wrought in the 
minds of the hearers, that Jesus is the person through whom 
remission of sins is offered to men. Baptism for remission of 
sins, is offered to believers in Jesus, not to infidels; if believers 
in him refused to be immersed into Jesus, they in effect, as po- 
sitively reject the Christ, as the Pharisees did the counsel of 
God against themselves in refusing to be baptized by John. Pai- 
dobaptists and vast numbers of modern Baptists, are as infidel 
of the obedience required to the gospel by the scriptures, as 
the ancients were of Jesusand of God. Theirstate, therefore, 
in relation to Christ is the same, though arrived at in a differ- 
ent way. There are more ways than one of arriving at the 


same calamity, while there is but one way of arriving at eter- 
nal life. 
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Convinced from experience that “reformer” and christian are 
not equivocal terms, I admit fully the necessity of discriminat- 
ing between Reformers, however eminent, and Apostles. We 
are not Apostles, we have not seen the Lord Christ, nor are we 
invested with miraculous powers: hence we are neither Apos- 
tles, nor the successors thereof. Neither would I confound 
the revival of the Ancient Gospel with its primitive adminis- 
tration; but I would claim for ‘he gospel one and the same obe- 
dience, whether in its revival or origination. The gospel is 
still the gospel, whether remembered or forgotten; whether 
contemplated at the beginning or the ending of the Christian 
Dispensation. The sin of the world consists now of their not 
believing on Jesus. This greatest of all sins developes it- 
self in various ways. In some it consists in wilfully doing 
what Jesus commands us not to do; in others, in rejecting bap- 
tism; in others again, in not doing the things he requires us to 
do, &e., &c.; still, though ina different way, they all equally 
reject him, and are all equally inexcusable. 

There is, indeed, a difference between contumaciousness and 
error in judgment. Hence error in judgement pertains to 
“times of ignorance,” while contwumacity belongs to times of 
knowledge. Nations, communities, and individuals, are aec- 
countable for corztumacy in times of knowledge; but God 
“winks” at errors of ignorance. “The times of this ignorance 
God has winked at, but now (in a time of knowledge) he 
makes proclamation to all men, every where, to reform,” &c. 
When knowledge is revealed to men, it makes them responsi- 
ble for a continuance in ignorance; whether, however, they be 
contumacious or ignorant, this is certain from scripture, that 
where God is they never can go. ‘The only way of entering 
his presence acceptably ts by an introduction through Jesus 
_ Christ; and to this august presence, he will introduce only his 
friends, and none are his friends but they who do whatever he 
commands them, whether it be to believe, or to be baptized, ‘or 
to do any other thing great or small. 

I have judged it necessary to say thus much, because of the 
queries contained in my good father’s epistle; as well as to as- 


. ¢ 5, . . . 
sist the reader somewhat in his reflections. EpIror. 


LEXICOGRAPHIA. : 


“ Trony thinks otherwise than what the words declare.” 


Abstinence, total, to abstain publicly, but indulge pri- 
vately. 
Analogy of Faith, the agreement of the doctrine of 


Christ and his Apostles, with some 
favorite item of human tradition 
Apostle, a clergyman. 
Apostolic Fathers, writers of more authority than 
Christ himself, 
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Atonement, 
Arminianisin, 


Baptism, 


Baptists, modern, 


Baptistery, 
Believers, 


Bible, 


Bigotry, 
Bishop, 
Blasphemy, 


Bitterness, 


Call, 


Call, special, 





138 


the reconciliation of a vindictive 
God. 

the doctrine taught by the Agos- 
tle James. 

a sprinkling of water on the face 
by a priest, and signing the fore- 
head with the sign of the cross. 
Neither faith nor confession by 
the subject is necessary in this 
case. Without this, baptism re- 
generates the innocent, inducts in- 
to Christ, and qualifies for inter- 
ment in consecrated ground, as the 
road to heaven. 

Christians of the most immaculate 
kind. 

a pint basin. 

assentients to the traditions of 
their grandmothers. 

a book second to none but the Mass 
Book, Canon of the conncil of 
Trent, thirty-nine articles, Augs- 
burg, Westminster, and Philadel- 
phia Confessions, Methodist Book 
of Discipline, &c. In itsuse,itisa 
“nose of wax’” made to be pulled 
and twisted by every speculator in 
religion. 

an obstinate and perverse attach- 
ment to the truth. 

a political and ecclesiastical legis- 
lator. 

detraction from human dogmas— 
such as the physical operations of 
the “Ghost of the Sects;” the 
word of God a “dead letter;” re- 
conciling God to man, &c.; which, 
if aman donot believe, he will “be 
damned” by the Orthodox. 

an emphatic and energetic state- 
ment of truth correctly applied. 
an invitation to preach one or more 
“sermons” a week for so many 
dollars a year. 

the difference in dollars over and 
above the “call.” Thus, ifapriest 
have $1000 per annum for two 
sermons a week, and he be called 
thence to some other flock, which 











Calling, 


Call to the Ministry, 


Calvinism, 


Candor, 


Catholicism, 


Charity, 


Christ, 


Christendom, 


Christian, 
Christianity, 


Church, 
Clergy, 


Commentary, 


Communion, 


Concord. 


139 


will give him $1500, the special 
call is the difference between 1000 
and $1500. The urgency of the 
call is according to the magnitude 
of the difference. 

an internal feeling by which a sin- 
ner is called to Chist, and assured 
that his sins are pardoned. 

an internal feeling of the satisfac- 
tion to be derived from living with- 
out manual labor; and of getting 
wealth and power by preaching 
the dogmata of a sect. 

The doctrine taught by the Apos- 
tle Paul. 

A shelter for sectarian absurdity, 
scepticism, ignorance, luke-warm- 
ness and irreligion. 

the doctrine taught by the Apostle 
Peter. 

the “grand theological grace” of 
permitting your neighbors to go- 
to perdition, under the idea that 
they are going to eternal bliss; pro- 
vided they will grant you the same 
privilege. By this kind of charity, 
religious controversy is quashed. 
an*ideal being, having as many 
heads, bodies and spirits as there 
are sects in Christendom. 

the kingdom of Christ, in which 
the subjects do the things that 
please them best. 

a religious chamelion. 

a system of religion, compounded 
of Judaism, Paganism, Platonism, 
and a few truths promulgated by 
Jesus and his Apostles. 

an ideal conception. 

the peculiar and favorite heritage of 
God; and the greatest and most 
merciful benefactors of our race. 
A compilation of human tradition, 
more sacred and authoritative than 
the Bible itself. 

disunion; as “the communion of 
saints” in Christendom. 

discord; as the concord of Christ 
with Belial, in the union of Church 
and State. 
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Confession with the mouth, a thought in the heart; as, when a 
man is supposed to believe with- 
out a decleration of the fact. 


Conscience, the truth teller of Christendom, 
Mahometdom, and Pagandom. 

Consecration, the act of making things holy by 
an unholy and polluted agency. 

Convert, Christian, a dipciple of every name but that 
ot Christ. 

Conversion, a feeling. 

Conviction, an impression. 

Credulity, faith. 

Custom an ordinance supreme over Chris- 
tian Law and Gospel by divine ap- 
pointment. 





THE REV. R. RYLAND TO THE EDITOR. 
University or Va., April 25, 1836. 
Dr. Tuomas: 


Dear Sir—A few days ago the last number of the Apostol- 
ic Advocate was put into mv hands, and I saw a letter from 
Charlottesville giving some account of a sermon preached by 
myselfon Acts 11. 38. Permit me to say, that this letter misre- 

resents (not designedlv [ trust) the sermon to which it al- 
Sais. By using inverted commas, it quotes language not 
found in the discourse, and which, in several instances, mate- 
rially changes the sense. There is no possibility of my being 
mistaken in this assertion, as the sermon was written, and is 
still in my possession. Very respectfully, 

R. RYLAND. 
Repiy. 


Richmond, Va., May 8th, 1836. 
Dear Sir: 

On referring to the letter from Charlottesville, I find as you 
say, some sentences inclosed in inverted commas, These are 
of two kinds; first, quotations of the scriptures, and secondly, 
expressions alleged to be yours as to the sentiments either ori- 
ginal or adopted. Of the latter, the following are—“into”— 
“repent and be baptized into a confession of forgiveness, or 
into the doctrine of remission”; “though my mind 7s not made 
up on this text” (except aman be born of water)—“faith alone” 
—(a doctrine confessedly adopted by you)—‘what will become 
of the good and pious who hase not been baptized’! This 


last, you will observe, being between fwo inverted commas in- 
stead of four indicates that the sentiment is yours though per- 
haps not the exact words. The phrase “a mere bodily act” is 
not given literally as yours, but is quoted as one notoriously 
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expressive of what Andrew Broaddus has reduced the Baptis- 
mal Institution to; and as expressive likewise of what in your 
sermon you made it. 

Now, if I may be allowed to conjecture, the misrepresenta- 
tion (though, if there be any, 1 am sure unintended) may be 
found in the sentence “repent and be baptized,” &e. If this 
fails to express the doctrine you taught on the occasion alluded 
to, send me your own ezplicit rendering of the passage, in 
language that cannot be mistaken, and it shall appear as an 
erratuin upon the above. 

We conjecture here that you are attacking us under the 
feigned signature of “Neaniskos” who ‘hails from’ Albemarle, 
I hope we do not do you injustice. A word of advice, however, 
if you be that writer—never be ashamed of your own name, 
especially when you attack others. No doubt many things in 
the articles of Real Reformation with which “Campbellites” 
and “Reformers” are charged are true. We deplore it; and ex- 
ceedingly regret, that we are hampered by persons who assume 
the name of Reformer without the least pretension to the thing. 
Go on, sir, if you be “Neaniskos” and spare us not. But re- 
member if we were as bad as you make some of us to be this 
does not excuse you Baptists. Real Reformation! Who 
among you can effect it? Try the experiment, and see if the 
mass of iniquity which crowds yourcommunity will not quick- 
ly expel you. Did you ever read of a corrupt body purifying 
itself ? 

You must “come out of” Babylon, if you would be purified 
and saved, for Babylon will not reform itself—her sentence ts 
passed (Rey.) her perdition is sealed; and all who remain in her 
will receive of her plagues ! 

As for ourselves, we are reforming. But my good sir, what 
a farce it is for your Herald—which is the organ of your sect in 
Va.—to be talking about “real reformation,” while it denies 
those whom it attacks the right of defending themselves. 
This is most unrighteous conduct. It is cowardly—it is base! 
But, I restrain the expression of my horror at such injustice. 
And you, “Neaniskos,” sanction this. You can write on Real 
Reformation, and yet permit those who differ from you to be 
condemned unheard! Why you are worse than the ancient 
Pharisees! But I trust that Robert Ryland is not Neaniskos. 
I have done, and subscribe myself, dear sir, 

Respectfully yours, 


J. THOMAS. 
Mr. R. Ry wanp. 


To this Mr. Ryland replied by a note which at the conclu- 
sion he says is not designed for publication. We shall, there- 
fore, not insert it. We are not interdicted, however, from tell- 
ing our readers itscontents. He says that his former note was 
intended as an erratum, although no particular error is pointed 
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out. The reason of this unreasonable erratum was, that he did 
not desire at present to be drawn into controversy through the 
medium of the Advocate. If he were disposed to enter the 
lists he would enter another arena. The Herald, we presume, 
where he could have itall to himself, knowing that his opponent 
would be denied the right of reply. As to surmises and sus- 
picions, he says they may pass by unnoticed; and that if we 
declined publishing his erratum, he would thank us to return 
it by mail. We have not declined; but have published the 
note: and there ends the matter as far as we know. 
E:viror. 





IMPORTANT NOTICES. 

N.B. The following notices are important in relation to our 
affairs. It is requested, that in future all Letters be addressed 
to John Thomas, Editor of the Advocate, Orrice 'TAavERN 
Posr Orrice, AMELIA, Vircinia; and, it is especially recom- 
mended, in order to save the trouble of writing to no purpose, 
that they be Post Pam. 

«*» Subseribers from different parts of the country, who 
may visit Richmond, having any business to transact with the 
Editor of a pecuniary nature, will find a worthy and faithful 
substitute in brother Wm. Bootwright of that city. He is our 


agent in general, and fully authorized to settle all accounts of 
whatever kind due to us, 


> Hereafter, the Advocate will be sent to the Richmond 
Post Office, where subscribers in the city may obtain their pa- 
pers upon application. They will be punctually mailed from 
time to time; so that the obtaining them will depend on the 
subscribers and the postmaster. We are particular in naming 
this, inasmuch as many Harbingers arrive at this Office, which, 
though received, are either not applied for, or when demanded 
from some cause or other, not delivered. Itmay be so with our 
papers; but we hope not. 


IC> The sixth number of the Advocate is now issued, yet 
many of our subscribers have still to forward us their dues, 
which, according to agreement, ought always to be settled on 
receiving the first number of every volume. Generally speak- 
ing we need not complain; but, a desire to meet our engage- 
ments, prompts us to give this hint to the wise, which is always 
enougk. 


ix >In our last we mentioned, that certain brethren had sub- 
scribed to the purchase of an office for the printing of the Ad- 
vocate ona larger scale, and independently of those establish- 
ments, which are under the control of sectarian influence, &c, 
We have realized the necessity of this. The office at which our 
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a has been hitherto printed owed its being to the Advocate. 
fe as recently passed into the hands of a High Church Epis- 
copal Clergyman—‘“the Reverend Mr.” Lee of the “Southern 
Churchman.” This “divine” of the Southern Church has very 
strong sectional prejudices. He knows his utter imbeciility in 
argument; hence he has deemed it expedient to embarrass our 
operations by refusing to print our paperat his office. Thus 
the typographic progeny has recoiled upon its parent, whom it 
has pettishly turned out of doors. This is the second time we 
have been rejected by official sectarism; which some may deem 
a happy and triumphant event—an honor, however, atiended 
only by a temporary inconvenience as regards ourselves. 

The brethren who have subscribed for the purpose aforesaid, 
will perceive from this incident, the necessity of forwarding 
their subscriptions without delay, either to me at the Office 
Tavern Post Office, Amelia, Va., or to brother Thomas M. 
Henly, Walkerton, King & Queen, Va., who will forthwith 
communieate with me. I have obtained a patent lever press, 
for which I pay about 200 dollars: I have yet to procure types, 
stands, cases, &c., &e., which will be twoor three hundred 
more. The brethren, therefore, who have subscribed, and shall 
yet do so to make up the deficiency (about 150 dollars is yet 
wanted) will see the necessity of furnishing the supplies to 
meet the coming demands. I have thought it best to give the 
notice in this form, as it will save time and letter writing, which 
is at present important. 





RECEIPTS FOR VOL. III. 


Whittle’s Mills, M. Va.,C. May,J. Curtis. Crichton’s Store, 
M. Va., J. Smith. Canady’s, B. Va., J. B. Jeter. Watlts- 
boro,” L. Va., C. Tisdale, W. Wilson, J. J. Boswell, D. Pet- 
ty, J. A. Smithson, W. H. Harwood. Savannah, Geo., Mrs. 
Love, Mrs. Arms, Mrs..Adams, M. Surgover, $1 over, and 8. 
C. Dunning, $5. Lynchburg Va., W. Dean. Bowling- 
Green, Car., Va., W. Maury, $20. King Wm. Courthouse, 
Va., H. Lipscomb, R. Littlepage, J. H. King, A. White, J. 
Hooper, P. Johnson, W. C. Pemberton, W. E. Neale, Jno. 
Hooper, D. S. Robins, A. Acree, J. B. Edwards, B. Walker. 
New Kent Courthouse, Va., W. Ratcliffe. Hallsboro, C. Va., 
C.M. Day, $3, V. Winfree, $2, P. D. Porter, J. P. Spencer. 
Dover Mills, G. Va. L. Ellis. Enfield, K. W. Va., P. Da- 
venport, W. Nunns. Sublett’s, P. Va. J.C. Wrenn. New- 
found Mill, H. Va., W. Barlow. Columbia, M. Tenn., R. 
Mack. Franklin, T'enn., H. Cook, P. Shelburn, A. Craig, W. 
P. Campbell. Walkerton, K. §& Q. Va., Mrs. Harrison, T. 
M. Kenly, $2. T'appahannock, E. Va., W. Bray, $10, Miss 
Broache, E. Carter, L. Henly. Wheeling, Va., A. John- 
son, R. Higgins, C. Enselo. Gallatin, S. Tenn., P. Hubbard, 
J. M. Anderson, J. Branham, T.J. Hubbard. Louisa C. H,, 
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Vd.,A.H.Johnson. Cuekooville, Va.,Dr.F.Jonnson. Shan- 
non Hill, G. Va., J. Poindexter. Locust Creek, L. Va., T. 
A. Hope. Miller’ s, E. Va., R. H. Covinton, H. H. Cauthorn, 
R. D. Covington. Bowlers, E.. Va., P. J. Derieux, $2, J. H. 
Smith, J. Richards, V. Lorimer. Berlin, M. Tenn., G. Fox, 
J. Hardison. Chapel Hill, B. Tenn., Harby. Union Level, 
M. a., G. Hoimes. Lombardy Grove, L. Va. P. Lett. 
Mill Grove, M. Va., B. Wallace, P. Boothe. parry Bridge, 
I Va., W. A. Stane. Columbia Grove, L. Va., C. Gee. 
Pleasant Grove, L. Va., P. H. Hart. Laurel Hill, L. Va., J. 
Bolling, F. N. Robertson. Oak Grove, L. Va., J. Parish. 
Edmonson Store, B. Va., C. J. Bishop, and %2 from brother A. 
A., for some one 49% Clarkston, K. & Q., Va., V. Coleman, 
Dunsville, E. Va., A. Hundley, P. Treble, J.P. Tompkins, M. 
Garnett, Mrs. Mutrel, and Mrs. Burnett. Hanover, Va., E. 
Talley for self, W. Smith, J. Milston, G. Bootwright, J. Gibson. 
Jeffries’ Store, N. Va., J. Hate hett, A.D. Doswell, $2, J. Tay- 
lor, M. C. Williams. Sandy River Church, P. E. Va, R. 
H. Degernette for self, lac. McGehee, S. H. ’Wootton. O.z- 
ford, B. Ohio, W. B. a ney, H. Osborne, W. Williams, H. 
Birdsall. Nolloway, VG. "Re, Kae Fowlkes, $5 for self, J. C. 
Hardy, J. E. Cole, J. R. ‘Powell, B. Bridgeforth. Strasburg o. 
S. WVa., D. Stickley, J. Watson. Beaver Dam, G, Va., E. 
W oodson, J. W. Carnohan, J. Witt, J. Robertson,S . Cocke, A. 
Mitchell. Goochland Courthouse, Va., Miss Radeser. Lit- 
tle Plymoth, K. & Q. Va., Miss E. Christian, $2. Brockport, 
N. Y., J. M.Yearnshaw. Montague’s, E. Va., J. C. Clopton. 
Laneville, K. W., Va.,R. Lipscomb. ‘Mangohick, K. W. Va., 
W. Taliaferro, S5. Rushville, M., H. A. Cyrus. Brydie’s 
Store, L. Va., B. Bennett. Abbeville, H. Ala., T. Doswell. 
Double Bridges, L.Va., W.Irvin. Hedge Grov e, L. Va., B. 
E. Smith. Halifax Courthouse, Va., J. T. Wootton. Bruns- 
wick Courthouse, Va., W. Brown. Horse Pasture, H. Va., 
J. T. Wootton, $11. Wyliesburg, C. Va., J.C. Ingram, W. 
. lam, S. Elam, J. E. Smith, H. M. Cargo. Stonesuille, C. 
W. Hunkins, W. T. Roberts, J. T. Morris, W. Hailey. 
ober lotte C. H. Va. , W. Davidson, G. J. Roberts. Cicero, O. 
N. ‘ork, H. Joslin, $2. Prewerton, N. Y., A. Emmons. 
Ebensburg, C. Pa., E. Davis $5 in full. Henderson, Ky. W. 
L. Stone, Capt. J. A. Hate ae W. Green. Bellevernon, Pa., 
L. Johnston. Boonville, Mo.. J. Quarles. Scottsville, He 
Va., B. Sammons. Richmond Va., BE. Carter, $5, J. B. 
Bragg, W. Booth, $5, T. J. Glenn, Mrs. Glenn, A, Johnson, 
J. Griffin, C. H. Hyde, T. D. Quarles, $5, J. McKildoe, F. 
Mathews, D. Parker, A. Morris, Mr. McCrery, W. Marsh, B ‘ 
Hubbard, N. McCurdy, $2, A. King, $2, J. Pierce, M. Henly, 
R. Lipscomb, Capt. White. ' Rising Sun, D. Ja. ~ i B. Craft. 
Washington, Pa,, A. Reynolds. Lebannon, W. Tenn., W. 
H. W illeford, $15. Locust Creek, L. Va., Jo. Bowles, L. 
Turner. Cuckooville L. Vas, N. Walton. 
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